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	ID
	Issue Summary
	Date Updated
	Description
	Action Item
	Date Due
	Status/ Resolution Description
	DM SDT Lead

	1
	Representation from WECC 

	4/5/10
	There is a need for two people from the WECC region.
	-Stephanie will follow up with the SC and with the WECC person from Southern Cal. to formally join the team

- Richard will follow up with WAPA to replace his seat on the drafting team.
	March 1, 2010
	Nomination for Frank A. will be presented to the Standards Committee on March 11, 2010. 
The SC approved Frank’s nomination. 

Completed
	Stephanie and Navin

Richard



	2
	PMU as equipment 
	2/2/10
	The team agreed that an entity may use PMUs as DME if it meets the DDR requirements. The team will not address or establish PMU requirements in the standard because the standard is FUNCTION specific instead of equipment specific. The team debated whether to exclude PMU in the DME definition in the standard and decided to not address PMU in the definition because of the overall strategy agreed to and described above. In addition, PMUs are excluded in the approved SAR. 
	No action required
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	3
	DME Definition
	2/2/10
	The team agreed that they will retire the existing Glossary definition for DME and replace it with the proposed definition that is not equipment specific. In addition, the team will be adding three other definitions to the glossary if approved with the standard, FR, SOE and DDR. 
	No action required
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	4
	Impact Assessment of Adding new definitions for SOE, FR, DDR to the NERC Glossary
	2/2/10
	Larry Smith indicated that the only two standards that contain references to DME is PRC-002, 018 and no other NERC standards contain references to SOE, FR or DDR. 
	No action required
	N/A
	N/A
	N/A

	5
	Representation from MRO and data for the MRO
	4/5/10
	The team agreed that the team needs MRO representation on the DM SDT team. 
	Stephanie will organize a call between MRO (Dan Shoenecker) and Navin to solicit DME representation from the MRO and to solicit data from the MRO. 
	March 1, 2010 
	Completed: Stephanie reached out to Dan (cc’ed Navin) and has not received a response. The drafting team will continue to work without MRO representation. 
	Stephanie and Navin 

	6
	MVA Statement of Work (SOW)
	4/5/10
	An SOW to get a consultant to assist in MVA task team efforts.  
	Chuck will draft a SOW for a consultant and review it with Bob C. and Phil T. This SOW will then go to Gerry Adamski for approval. This consultant will support the MVA task team efforts.
	March 1, 2010 (first draft)
	Completed: Chuck distributed the first draft of the SOW for the MVA task team. The team owed comments to Navin on the SOW by March 26, 2010. 

	Chuck Jensen

	7
	MVA Data Coverage
	2/2/10
	MVA data coverage to date and data that would facilitate the data analysis
	
	March 15, 2010
	Completed: Data received thus far is from Florida, Michigan, Texas, Ohio, Chicago, WAPA (short circuit data only), New York (short circuit only) and New England (short circuit only), Pennsylvania, New Jersey.

Southern California, AEP, MRO, and NPCC data would facilitate the data analysis. 


	Southern California – Richard Ferner

California ISO- Felix

AEP – Navin Bhatt

MRO – Stephanie and Navin through DS (see above action item)

NPCC (including Canada) – Jeff Pond

	8
	DDR Criteria
	4/5/2010
	Establish DDR criteria minimums by reviewing existing SERC and WECC criteria
	Felix will distribute the existing criteria for DDR locations for the SERC and APS (WECC) regions
	February 9, 2010
	Completed: Felix distributed the criteria to the team in a March 2010 email. 

	Felix

	9
	DDR – Two substations away exclusion for TO’s
	2/3/2010
	The exclusion in R9 of the draft standard applying to TO’s for two substations away is being removed because the PCGs will determine any exclusions that are suitable for DDRs
	No action required
	2/3/2010
	Resolved
	

	10
	DDR – HVDC exclusion
	2/3/2010
	The exclusion in R9 was moved to R10 
	No action required
	2/3/2010
	Resolved
	

	11
	Applicability for DDR requirements
	3/25/10
	The team will have to define who the responsible entity is for the DDR requirements
	To be discussed at the next in person meeting – June, 2010

	6/30/2010
	Resolved
The team resolved that the PC will develop the DDR requirements and the SOR and FR requirements by using a criteria established by the SDT. 
	All 

	12
	What is adequate calculation and storage rate for DDR (6 samples per second is what is in the draft standard now)
	3/25/10
	Several comments indicate that 6 times per second is not adequate (Q12 comment from Pacific Northwest). The team will have to determine what is adequate for the next posting and to respond to these comments. 
	Identify adequate calculation and storage rate for DDR. Navin will propose the storage rate before the next in person meeting.  
	5/1/2010
	Completed:  7/26/10 - Frank proposed 30 times per second for Requirement R22. He provided this input to Navin but didn’t receive feedback. No one on the call objected to the recommendation and made the change from 6 times per second to 30 times per second. 

	Navin and Frank

	13
	Second Pass – responses to comment 
	5/24/2010
	Complete a second pass of responses to comments (first pass completed by the team):


	-
Fill in any responses where there are gaps 

-
Identify issues that have not been resolved and require team discussion 

-
Quality review – ensure responses are complete sentences with proper grammar, etc. 

-
Fill in Summary Response section – this section is at the top of every question and requires the team to fill in a summary of the comments submitted and how the team addressed those comments including   any minority comments
	COB Monday August 16, 2010
	Completed
	Question 4, 5, 6

Team Lead: Jeff 
Team: Jeff, Felix, Chuck

Question 7, 8, 9

Team Lead: Jack 
Team: Jack,  Larry, Frank
Question 11, 10, 12, 13, 18

Team Lead: Tracy

Team: Tracy, Dan

Question 16, 17

Team Lead: Jim 

Team: Jim, Alan

Question 1, 2, 3, 14, 15

Team Lead: Willy
Team: Tony, Steve M., Willy 

	13a
	Questions 4,5 &6 
	6/16/10
	Outstanding issues related to the questions

	Unresolved Issues 

1. The primary unresolved issue is the MVA team criteria for location of fault recorders. 

2. BPAs comment regarding the 2-4 second SCADA/EMS time stamp. However, I believe our response to the comment adequately addresses their comment.
	
	Resolved: The team discussed the unresolved issues on a web-conference August 17, 2010 and resolved the issues.

	Jeff,  Felix, Chuck

	14
	Check lower bound for MVA criteria (FR Requirement R6)
	6/22/2010
	The individuals on the team will apply the FR criteria to their short circuit data to determine if the 1500 MVA lower bound is appropriate. 
	Team members at the DME meeting 6/22 to apply criteria and report results by the August 2010 meeting. 
	August 24, 2010
	Open
	Team
 

	15
	Including Distribution Provider in the applicability of the proposed standard
	6/22/2010
	The team determined that the DP should be included in the applicability of the standard because DP’s own busses that fall in the FR criteria. 
	Stephanie will determine the process steps for revising the SAR. The final, approved SAR indicates that the standard will apply to TO, TOP, GO, GOP. 
	August 24, 2010
	Resolved:

The team decided that it would not include the DP in the applicability
	Stephanie Monzon

	16
	DP applicability 
	6/22/2010
	Review the Michigan data to determine if the DP should be included in the standard.
	Jack and Tracy will review the ITC data that includes busses owned by DP’s to determine how many busses would be excluded if we did not require the DPs to have FR capability.
	August 24, 2010
	Resolved: Based on a quick review of the ITC data only a small percentage of busses fall in the category – owned by DP’s and as a result decided to exclude DP’s from the applicability.
	Jack and Tracy 

	17
	Including Wind/intermittent in the standard
	6/23/2010
	Requirement specific to wind generation  - the team will have to determine if the 300 MVA aggregate in Requirement R7 is  appropriate aggregate level/criteria for monitoring at wind / renewable sources
	The team will collect feedback from the industry regarding the inclusion of wind generation during the next informal comment period 
	10/2010 (next posting)
	Open
	Stephanie to include in comment form

	18
	DDR criteria for generators
	6/23/2010
	Determine the appropriate criteria for generators (requirement R17 part 17.2) 
	Based on the MVA data determine the appropriate individual generator/ aggregate size criteria for DDR monitoring
	August 24, 2010
	Resolved:
The team reviewed the GO criteria during the August 24-26, 2010 meeting and revised the criteria. 
	Dan Hansen

	19
	Requirement R18 – including HVDC for DDR monitoring
	6/23/2010
	Determine appropriate DDR monitoring for HVDC 
	Determine appropriate DDR monitoring for HVDC – as a result of comments received in the first posting
	August 24, 2010
	Resolved: 8/17/ 10 - Frank recommended that monitoring is provided on both ends of HVDC lines. 

	Frank Ashrafi

	20
	Resolution to include another Requirement for GO’s that own Transmission Substations
	6/23/2010
	During the in person meeting the team agreed to add a Requirement to the standard to capture locations that are owned by the GO’s such as Transmission substations or high voltage elements connected to the transmission system. 
	
	June 23, 2010
	Completed/Resolved:
The team agreed on Requirement R5 to capture this scenario
	Team 

	21
	Further define what the M&T program is going to verify
	7/26/10
	During the 7/26 call the SDT reviewed R27 (M&T) and think that the requirement needs refinement. The requirement reads that the M&T period shall verify…
	What should the M&T program verify?
	8/24/2010
	Completed/Resolved: the team reviewed Requirement R27 and revised it during the Aug. 24-26, 2010 meeting. 
	All

	22
	FINAL PASS Consideration of Comments
	8/27/2010
	During the 8/24-26, 2010 meeting the team received an action item to complete a final pass of the responses to comments. This final pass should include responses to all comments in proper grammatical form. 
	The sub-teams will work on this assignment and will send Tracy a CLEAN version of the responses.
	9/10/2010
	
	Sub-teams

	23
	Consolidation of Consideration of Comments
	8/27/2010
	Tracy Lynd will collect the C of C reports from the sub-teams
	Tracy will consolidate the C of C reports into one document.
	9/24/2010
	
	Tracy 

	24
	Consideration of Comments Review
	8/27/2010
	Stephanie will conduct ensure the report is ready to submit to Maureen for posting
	Stephanie will conduct one final quality review of the document
	10/15/2010
	
	Stephanie

	25
	Technical Justification Document
	8/27/2010
	The team agreed that a technical document explaining the genesis of the criteria and the MVA analysis conducted to come up with the criteria should be posted with the standard during the informal posting. 
	Jeff and Alan will draft a technical summary document (roughly one page) with high level data to support the criteria in the standard. 
	10/15/2010
	
	Alan and Jeff

	26
	Text Box example for Requirement R2 part 2.1 – SOE/FR Criteria
	8/27/2010
	Steve Myers suggested including a text box for R2 part 2.1 explaining the criteria. This was a result of a lengthy debate regarding the clarity of part 2.1
	Steve Myers will draft a text box example for R2 part 2.1
	8/31/2010
	
	Steve Myers

	27
	R2 part 2.1 Seek Opinion 
	8/27/2010
	The team agreed that because they could not reach agreement on how to word R2 part 2.1 the team would seek the opinion of an independent party to determine which of the three options developed during the meeting is the clearest description of the criteria.
	Stephanie will seek clarification from NERC compliance or Standards Staff.
	8/27/2010
	
	Stephanie

	28
	Comment Form
	8/27/2010
	Stephanie will develop a comment form of a handful of questions for the informal posting of the standard
	Stephanie will draft and circulate comment form
	9/10/2010
	
	Stephanie
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